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PER CURIAM:”

Rosa Fraga-Puentes has filed a petition for review of a
final order of the Board of Immigration Appeals (BIA) affirming
the denial of her motion to reopen her removal proceeding.
Fraga-Puentes was ordered removed in absentia when she failed to
appear for her removal hearing.

Fraga-Puentes argues that the BIA abused its discretion in

light of evidence that she failed to receive notice of the
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removal hearing. She also argues that the BIA’s decision was an
abuse of discretion because the lack of notice violated her due
process rights.

We have reviewed the record and the briefs submitted by the
parties and have determined, in view of the substantial evidence,
that Fraga-Puentes, either actually or constructively, received
the Notice to Appear at her father’s address, that she did not
thereafter provide any different address to which the notice of
her removal hearing should be sent, and that the BIA therefore
did not abuse its discretion in denying her motion to reopen.

See Lopez-Gomez v. Ashcroft, 263 F.3d 442, 444 (5th Cir. 2001);

Lara v. Trominski, 216 F.3d 487, 496 (5th Cir. 2000); see also I

re G-Y-R, 23 I & N Dec. 181 (BIA 2001). In addition, the mailing
of the notice of the hearing to the last address provided by

Fraga-Puentes did not violate due process. See United States v.

Estrada-Trochez, 66 F.3d 733, 735-36 (5th Cir. 1995).

Accordingly, Fraga-Puentes’s petition for review is DENIED.



